ERPHR $H25% 257(19%F 5A)

AZXJQE F4< o8
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1o,
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ox,
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r
rk
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7 = g
EI [=1 (L

=EHTY 1 95.6

AREAEY : 96. 2

x
'l

ARE v AT Ag g9l 43S ForA 7149 ME, ARHRE, ol IHEe F
Fapatolth, B A7E FHAR ARY 7HXE S ste Wi g AFs] AT el
o}, & A3l A& Full Profile Stimuli cardg o] 43 ZAZRJE MY E o] &3t I WE
2} 470 RS FOE RHIAFALE $8 AT A AF T E S AL FEEA 9
BEpR) o} A AR BA) 3 PEES A BRI AR RE0] BAle AF
F9F71dA gt M2 24 veld & doks 237 22U

B A7 e ARANS 25| Htd 43AL 98 st 1 A 4EA8 AR
g n3% Ao AR Ao nHER] ¥%e Aench BA FFHAL ol FRAGE A

o] RS 19MUE FRAEVETAT A7 APz FYY AAY,

x 2 A7o] 23 ARE AT FA AUW/NNY 0AE, A7 ARS s FA olshelrh 2 A wEEA 7
AEgUt 2 Aol dal AN AQE 3 oloir) B 25 waH, 28T APATY TR A
A 2=,

o BT A

— LT
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I. 479 579 =7

AT 5o 71k 71E AL AAF gloix . Aol vt Aslgel u) 7|gse &
o Algab sl 9 AFAES R E ol 4 sl 8oz ey YBA I,
oldl w2t @ ZIgEel F8 AAFYY Uz HEAFL vy Uo(AFEA A,
1993). AAFL vz A A3 o) Hals]o] @AY ol AlFe] o) A Fo]
EAEA HARE FHE 2ZA 2 F e B olJa), 71 AR AFH onAE o
E AFAAA FAZ 5= A= AVSAN (ACEmE), S 4% 832 (Brand Extention) &
ZHA| 2 JATHE N F A AL A4, 1991; Krishnamurthi & Raj, 1991), A ¥ & @3] B
o] g Ao| oplel 2 AE AHE Uehln], AFo) Y 2 &4 Qe AelFel 7}
A7 A= EFST e Folth BF FBE AFo) A A A AnRte] ALEnY S
T 52 AEA I o dYel] S vXE AL dS5o M gE JEoe=
TEHE 258 88 2 Hed, ol 4E A4 Brand Equity)olats 22 FHEH S
BE, 1993). & =YW HAAZHS=Z “IBM, Coca-Cola, Pepsi, Kodak, Nike, Xerox,
McDonald's”s} 22 ZE e 2 A F5 $H(M&A) S B84 71957} uiagas 4
He A& ol F& Bt ohdel, 719 g BAsE 7P EEF Aol A, o] o
ol A o] 2 A1 EC] BEE st A9, 2FHoY A S v A4S we
T 8 Aecle FEAA o ¥ SR oldel, 1Foly Bt o]go] zt1 )
= AHEE A AREor & Flolth, o]l AdMe Al A7} /MR AR o= F
=LA, B &HAbe] o dee o] Auh gL viN xS ¢ ot Aot olye &
Aol o 53 dRre Ate dehd M AR E ol Y] YsiME dute x8sot
717 3R SUANZANA Loty 718 2u e ALY AEebe $40] Aujap 7
i Sel dui S A7 Foll B A7} A F B Eoke} v PRl A FeE T
UtHSimon & Sullivan, 1993). =Xy ojn] FF M-S FAA7| T BE5H7] Y43 =
A o] thFstA MM Jori(Aaker, 1991), ol& FEL FaAdo] tgt S
HoFe & 2t & + A

i

f)
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olg2E AF7F 7L Athe AL 2AFN AN FH gov, 2 VA E st}
she AEE HZdo o]F oA i glvH(Farguhar, 1989; Lipman, 1989).

B d7olME 25 FAA R ol 7IdABAME FAF Bl tiide] Hu Sle
AEANE Z2AFT 5 e PHEL 2 2 FAAE a8 e AR S
A AZJERNG o] g3t fejviet AEA F4FE AL FRALN #dd 7MdE 3

t} B3] 2 dApoM e FEA 2P AH9) G2 AFESHETY B LEHT &
A g FEAEENE nste B4 2¥A &2 A9 FEAY 271E Bludd. 2

E B2 o|g3td AEANS ZA3 Park & Srinivasan(1994), Srinivasan(1979),
g5x Hex3g o83 Kamakura & Russell(1993) Solre FagolA 2 4559
82 1tete 4L AMgstg oy AaEgadrt deAd de 352 A dked,
AEANE FE LR 7 FES BEste] YA @3 v B dFolMe dEst
e A7) A3 ALaA) AeRAE AFeaL, FEESAPY aHFaA) Y 428 a
g Flste] JE/XE S5t S A

. AEAS ] B ol 88 2%

A E (Brand) @& S3@u)zpe] A Fo} Mu|2E AAAe] 2R 2RH HEs] {
e o] WA, o], AA, =9t B o|AEY ZFo|th(American Marketing
Assosiation, 1960). A 2% A ¥ (Brand Name) 3} A ¥ v}z (Brand Mark) 2 +
AR ARE I AR 22T § A AE G

71gdo] FLE AU BES st 71EH XL AISALY] AFEE e A
o} 2P}t Qdsts AHE oS v vl AEoEN AR dEE FES

al
AE FAEE FAsEY A ARE e AL JAR A Fe 4dH Fic L
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5 7] ol e otk sk}

22 Famyd SAE A oW ES H, AE,
2Bz A AFL cl&S AA e B

5& 2HAENA AE oIFAE FolnA she
AEAGIHT T & Ytk oF Fa FHD ¥ES L onxE A (Brand

)
Ol

Extention) =& Z# o o3 npA R LAR ARG FHE $2F F9AFo2 o] 4y
7IE B HZole ARz AAZHUS odE NESEE AFA v EAY Ad A
olF|AE zte BA= wpARS ANSe 7IdEe] FA o7t e AFolt) ojxd 4
He BAGEE HEsH st A ol AnE /M BAXFY F8F =77 AUt

B = siAEAME 71Ed AESA viAE A Qe AEY 7sRTgE olnAlY] X&
o B0 9 HSE o o|A2 AF7&0] o= A& HEs o AFaPEsrt HA} ol
AR e 5y APPFRAAE olu AT S8 FEJEN) S F29 9
< A HA7) w et

"

2.2. & EXHLIR] Aol 2} THY

FEAL RAAE ok AA FEHo HRAY AFARN FHEA B oA
98 g elA Ean ok iUt Sol2E BASAY, DAY, FEAY
(R), JEAL(P) 502 A48T vk 22 BEAY A7} 2A ARE Yo

o] F&3 = (Marketing Science Institute, 1989) F=+ 48R}, F-EGAL, o) o] Yz}s)
= 7EA'E A 93ta v (Bovee & Arens, 1982).

A7 M= FEAL FAE AT oo} v F ] Hog viro] AHEY.
29 AFHHZE §3 A71A Simon & Sullivan(1993)2 FEAAE ‘FAEA Eol o
&l FRE 71 AFo] de F7HHA FFEge TR0 Fosirt. 258 ol 4
oo 28] FEAE T A YdF o2 Ayzbste] AF A E 2R F b gl

A R EHA A Y] Hol= AR Fojruh d W Es JuE Fof Ak dAM2ME v
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o}A| B atzle}l A A Fo s vARe] FREAE AT Y Marketing Sci-
ence Institute(MSI)¢] Aojo)] dEHog Fodla gl o= wolsHith. MSI& 4
FAME “2HR, FEAZ A7, 22 NYYRIM RAR(ERE) RGO 22 WE
o3} vl & RS, AR vlF) Astn A&Holn xpdsd ¢4 AT Fe Y
A"t A elstxn Yok (Marketing Science Institute, 1989). Zejut dFAol| wat] FF
zpare] Aol gl Wells, Burnett & Moriarty(1992) & ZEAMNE “dFd 7H21& ti3)
== o3l AEHO o]e"olEtn A olstd.en, Wilikie(1986) & “FiEE ] &3 F7HH<
7}x"2 mokch, 48 Bovee & Arens(1982) € AJEATE “ol® AR dal 47T &
oF AT HlwsiA 28, FEAA, Y 5ol AT =7E 7HA"2k T B s
=
MacLachlan & Mulhern(1990) & ZH e 719, 53 =, 2HAe A kA 8oz
AW 2 4 oy ok 7199 BHAA 2e ARANE “AEe Aoz A sYE
Fae9el Z7E en, “ARH Ao MPAR"EAT & & ok ¥, FFE23NA
e AEALLE “AZAYTH ZAH AojA 9] AT FETeR AHH T v
oz avate] 2N B FEANL “FEY FFEHOE APHAA dE 8 E
= 7K 8 JeEhe ARFAES] g4H7elgkn & 4 th
Aaker(1991) & HEAFS B 242 4A¥ FAE, AR AR, 2HA7} A4 se
AZe] A AR AN oA, S2AHE - B3 - 5% 22 VIS 5HY AN 8%
& v} Ao}
B Apo e AEANS AEEY tEA sujxppeidg g 43S vAe B
T o]doe FRAPE'R stz gt ol FEAME
& nAY Aedse) stz FsEE AR AR Ifdedd e 3EFEE &3
% oltte AL WAR otk & AuAe FHAHA JE7t ZE FoEGE v ¥
Jbeto g nEAES P Asste AEL Adsid Bt weha Lvpate] dg3ge A
Zaygo 42 AT F Jdow, FES 49 s BFFoRA 2uA ol dgd]
= gae 24 4 YA @ch(MacLachlan & Mulhern, 1990).

=9 a2RE TS W2
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2.3. AHEALL| EF Uy

AEALS YL 2 AN /0N E S0 ARl be} AR E /oA P 23
o ol ¥ 4 ek ANISIARYL JIAFEANN FEANS 2Yshe Puoe
Biis und sldske R delvn £30] Yo, NARS YRR AUYE &
oA FEAE 2H3HE HolH(Simon & Sullivan, 1993).

¥ A7ode ATl wek ARIAAN 2APET vAEE SHEEo o] A
PATE S Aect,

2.3.1. AFEAA Z4y

FEA BE ARIAN =S BF BARGE o] 27 ATHI Zwol
A Ao el M Utk vlF, YR ) FRoME ARE FPBo2 AFHA 4

H 37 (Brand Accounting)7} o] Fojx| 1 Qlon, olo) gt Apx B3| o]Fo|x 1 YTt
(Barwise, Likerman & Marsh, 1989). A% #4he JYPACE BE BHAXE T3zt
53] 949 sAAA 2 FHAVIE] Aok FABLS B el A 2 Aol L
Hahe oldH S FAdHTIet Y31 AR E it AYBL TiYol tE FFY NYR
o w2 ol g 2 Qe Aol B T siAolnE AFA e speAol AT
g 7 Jey A71FAHe ot vebd GgEe Aoz A F gloke Ao A
Aotk AN AFY & Yk IYAL AL B - I F(M&A)sHE 9ol B
71999 23 Y S FFo 2 {53 do gtk Sviete] Ao Aate s JF
g e 99U V1S Y, G 2 AAEAS 5o Aol fAoR HES A
2 FF(IYFAE 36 13, A FH, 1994).

ol 3 BAH Fol thafM, AFAFE ol FHEANE FAH e of drin FGs= F
g A o3 gk ARAAe BaHsy Fx2F o8 AH A F(Branded Product)
< Adste 719 7HE AAagrtEtn, o] Az 183t 7ol B e &4 - g
"droie Zojth £3 s 8Ho)A &e ARAZAN EF7IH] AHo B3 A=

2

B
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M

Auel AFL 1 7199 FATIA G 1A F U Aol BHAM FEAH Y A
o] Basthn FRac FRHANN FEANY FY el b 2ok

ARES 7H = ANES /M) — A% $UE AES9E AT QAT 4R}
‘G BAE AE A

9] Ao ok, oj'l AR A e AAEY FA A FRHE AT ANEFHR F
Q3 448 7 BAREAE hxjebe] zjololt), ol MSIe] Holotx H&3ith ©, YH

7t AE A2 QA YA e OF-2 74 (Separability) @712 9] A A (Premise of
Value) @212l 844 (Reasonable Certainty)$] 37}X] & w&steiop gri(o]4
3, 1985). o]ZellA el & FaAdold ARt FEAQL FANE /2 FH7Ms =
s Aolt} old HolA AN E 7152 H2 Y (Cost-based Approach)# A1743
7} A2 (Market Valuation Approach)ol m&t 788 A AR A H7PHES A A8
Ut

ol9} zro] AR AA HThEAME FEANE TP dF o2 Er. Tobin(1969)

& 7199 NATR(FA 7R o A L2773 Ate] diAH &, &

N4 A EFADMA _ Topins Q
F3 AAte] 7HA]

2 A4tstod Tobin's Q7 18T I Ty Apsko] A3k & & lon, FERAIE 73
ko] YFolmz o|ZRE F28 £ Uvkn stk ol Az ¢lste] Simon &
Sullivan(1993)& 7148l A7EA (Fal o) ANA7EA, V)& F-ARZFA(V,) o #3237}
(V), & V=V, + V2 FAHY, q7]M 22k oA FEARNY,), 4ol
7194 &%= 2 9l (Firm-specific factor, Nonbrand factor)el &3 7kX(V,), ARZEAE7HA

(Market-specific factor, V)¢ &4, & V, = {(V,, V,, V) E AT & Jotz 3
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t}, ol F FHaIY] AL =3, ¥ £ R & D Foll 2ste] 3@t =3 FEAHE
(V)& AEAde) oste] 471 ol gsta(V,) 3 oAb 8472 8(V,) 22 YE
4 Atk ol d FAE AHEAE LT vlste] AHate] deold] FFg Fof o
2o g 0]Yg F/MA Fe &, VI npAENE AR EHRE 2k Aotk o
71l A FEAAE A B FAY #a, FR o], AEAYEA, A Ee A9 7
nASE o3t FIL wegu PYEEA FAEM(0LS)E o83t FHsch
Mahajan, Rao & Srivastava(1990)+ AXEAHE F494 #H2H(Acquistion & Dive-
strment) 9] A& A S 3t

2.3.2. vlAE A &4 WUy

Simon & Sullivan(1993)2 AEAHite] 2 WEF rlE s FHE A799S AR
AA st ARE FH ot FHE YEFAS(Brand Loyalty) & ©]-&3t] FH7HA
g Aatsls wyolt), o] WL v=el tistE B 3|AlQl BBDONA ARFA =7 FEA
g 7R o2 B 5 glvke 7HA el F 242 (Path Analysis) & ©]-8-3te] H74e wt
gltl. BBDOE AEEAHE 93 3= 942 AFEA, Faoln x|, AFEH, JEolv]
2], 71ge)u A% 57kA 291 A A8t o) 5e] ATl 9lstH 57kx] 221F ZIdelv A
A ZLAo] AEAAY] ZHHAHQ FEEAH = g ko] Avta FFSATH LD E,
1993). o138 % HEEAE 23 FEAMe 2L O WPoEr F¥E F Uk A
o BEEAEY w71 FaddAo] thE Fojehe sHgatel AP YN vlwste] o
B2 7HAS we 5 e ZudrtAe Al S4ste ol ol FEFHE
olst AFAe] ZRubAe AF Ao 23 wiA P S HZEANE HedtA] o, FE
e AF9] 9Q(Ee F4, NYFAT) stz ek HE A3
B)3-S 4=t} (Simon & Sullivan, 1993).

ZWa) uhge Anxbpel g i AR o 43S EFshe Flolth o] WL 8
AERE, AZAE, AZFooxel 24L& F3lod o|Fojxith Kamakura & Russell
(1991)& 2A U H oJElE o] &3l 1)xzte 7}X] (Perceived Value)Z 7HZ ot @&l o

tjo

o
flr

g

rl
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st AmER] g RES e why 2) O JES A 43EE (Brand Power)dl 23
2] v} & (Dominance Ratio)& &3 T2 2A 3) FHANE FEATE E2f8 He A7HA %
Hoz AEANE 248 v Qi) o] B 2AAEE o] &3t JEHA S i A3
ZAo] o]ZojHTHE AL glou, Avla ZAE B3 Hrbiy e gEn, 39 AR
o] &g o 2 A mef o] FHIIAE ASE & givhes ¥HE Bk

it

Aol 912 (Positioning) A 7| £l & ¥ 4-& AN FEALE FHste et 1
B} o] T AFEZFR S FREY 1 Ao nAPHEAZaRE AR Yot
& HRg der

old] tidty nlAIGANME FEAIS ANAEZRE AH FA e Axrt Uk ol
Py e gadgendd 2AstE Aog AFS A £408 P Jon, &
v RS o] ol PorA] Zhzhel 48 AAFES} Hla Friske, auRREuit 7 £49] 28
%7} t2che Hol Fehgt Aolth. 7)o A &Adold LujAEe] AFE 7o, 2uE o o
S & UYE HsSo|th dE B9, AtE 583 AS AFAe LM AN A o] F oLt o
o] Mol g ANHYL A FTY Wt ohje}, AEAE AMSTOEN FAA, AFA, AH
A x99 Heolg AT, LuAt AgAE pilE o YA AFEHGeRE BA
A, 26, rAAQelx “AR"E Tt doh s "M E ol d RE B HUA
(Bundle of Benefit)& AFo = ztFacH({E3}, 7E&F, 1994). FEE Lvxe] 703
7holl WS- 23 mAHE $49 shtolnz AR FE/HAE F8E 5 Urh oA
Aol g HE7Ie] AZJE B4y (Conjoint Analysis) o]tk FEJE XY
Me JEE AZEEAY itz 1dste 0 $A45 v ad Jid Fax9 FEAE A
248 4 9tk Appendix 1 ZF).

MacLachlan# Mulhern(1990) & AZJE BN G o] &3t ‘HdI2'e] FEAPE =
Aalge), AFehre 7744 F8 £49%F AR AR X E delEA, FEVMAE S
2 Yehis whae Axstach B4R 3R ARV FAE oA ¥ 48
Flxnt & Aoz vehgth £8 §348e FuE 5 e FHENY dine fo4
spolE ngon, pojowrt e AHAEA FEEA] Fawrt ¢ A et

—_

Ol

i‘




70 BREBWR

A o)eh e 7]E e AFE ofvEl, AXRIE BARo] aFet AFE L0 Lv T
d MR E FAstet g 2AQ3E 7 (Green & Srinivasan, 1978, 1990) ©]& o]
&3 FEAE FA s Ao YHEANQ] AL ol A g1 HAga B S vk

Ot AXRAE £ ol 88 FEAT SHUH L AHRE] A4 g5 g vy
Tk o] FREALE FAHFoZN A siRlIAlolo] 23 o xjo] WE FA} YL
T vk 22u AFEAA e ol FEAY] Aol vls) g, AHEF g
BRATE ZAY T AvkE Aol Ak B ARJE EXYS o] &5ld AF 3 44
ozM Fro FEEE(Part-worth) & 431 FH $49 FaES 2AY & Jdod,
av[abEo] AR7F e AFR FH7 e AFS FAPEEA w/EE Fe rHERelE 2
AR g Aok 2 AR AR e AEFFS AR s AEe] 29 AAH/FES At
BEA ) i@ shtel ARE AT & Joke Aol Uk

M. o3 744

MacLachlan & Mulhern(1990)2 A2t A Fo] i AFoA FHAE A Fo] 24
F AFEYG AR 7FAVF 9 s A S 9l o)A R SAERC AH Y
QA Tt olz} Al Ado] w7 dEojely AT 4= Y} IutH oz A|ZoA &2 b

Z2og BolT o] HEHE AEL ANASA F FHAJT FRH o2 ARSI
A2EYL B 5 Aok 58 236 JojdE 2 Aol e A Aol

85

ro

GEYHERd AXAERDEE o] 87 ATSANE AFL AL 2k A%
Hol HEme] ols) vz FARE Tt APEALS ALIHAR, DEF, 1994
Maddala, 1983: Ben-Akiva & Lerman, 1985). ¢|&]§ |7 &A= AIAH/EE AES
THHT QE SHEY Y2 S, 2 JEA 2E APIFEL AFAALES AT
S| GolA AR iol 4 j7h 2 MBS Fo) v 82 BAE 5 ke Aol
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P, = f(A), S7] A P, = 3.9 X3 % (Preference)

Aj = —é"—*é j j=1) 2’ 3).'.

MS, = =2 @71olA MS= i4ES) ARHE

HET 2|0l FojAEA 1sn e

£ $439 shiolnz AFAAE] Be 7]
Ao} YEAAE NFHHE] R FE /AT B2 A2 BT £ U, Wy 2
AFAME FEEA QoI AFAfFEo] £ AFS Hax

B Y 71x|(Brand Part-
worth) 7} A A &0 @& AF 2 Bl RENXET ¢ & Aoz 7|d g}
r3

A&l HS AEY] BEls REVAE FAR AFY Bds REJARG ¢ &
Aelth, &, AAARTEC] 2 JAYFE LHAENA o & 282 AlFslgads Aol

GHA D ABERE] Be HEYFS 28

A= REIHSL F Aol

ANlAEE FEADA o7k S5 Masrlee B} A7) gL

S ARE J9EA @
t}h oq71el| M SAE0] AR vX= FEE A TR A9 F Utk ste 4 &

Aol BYHoR G vANE sk FHHR Aol AdA gl e of AF

o HEwE passtA ) o Fasud gk AZUE BYoA

[u!

EEsye) 7 5
HENES FUFO2A o
| 2EE AR R FolM ol HEE 3 HESEAE A5Y 4 o,

Fol| o s NI E HE7HX| (Part-worth) g} gt} & o]

P: i} Aub Pl“: Xﬂ? loﬂ EH diE—

Ap = AF i) jEH0] 2 £F kel HEAA

g sE £A4E719) 43 28§ 3 (Interaction Effect)E mddsls 3ot} o] 28
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E

=L Ap + 54 358 13

;=]

AZJEEAE o] &3 A G A (A ENEL, B )9 drdMe 470 45z
2378 T3 AV} ke Aol F8 =AY ARIE FA oA F5 a8 g 7ol
ot A3 A= 9 #stx] gr) Green & Srinivasan(1990)] ojald AR EH}E A2
JERF EFAIF|IH 238 dFE3AAE EFA4 vk 3k o3l 2ol 43528
29E IR 2N FAEHE ARG FH R AT b FUIo R A dAske
F73 a7t ¥ AXGged 2AE v dvrd oz ZaadEY 7t TR & AlFES
T uf ol Ao He Ao uiA s, T2RAE 9 Frt AFES £ 154 o]srt HH o
Zelg4ol dA3) AtEe 2oz d5iA Ach(ehzk, 1994). 28y Hagerty(1986)
AZJNE EX9 qZElFAH L 7 SHA F+5olA FgE o] ofz} SGA AA e 3
A Aolstool ks HE AFEA L ol eVt IRJE E4E ol &dtes B3
A AAEY A ARFES dE3t7] A FolA] SHA szt 7 AFS A=
st RS dEsy] 93 AL ofy7] WEojtt, et HF A5 FEEFHE EFATIA
e wyo] zt 3R FEANA AdZEldAol wut dtriaty, $HA AA FEAMEe 2%
A g £ Aoke Aotk Az o] PA oA Zt At FEAAY 4 oA
Eo] gz AAFEae AT A dS5 5 AcH(EB, 1994).

120E BAE o]&sl AHEAMME &3 dFE(Park & Srinivasan, 1994;
Srinivasan, 1979)91M¥: &A%t 4528 a7E E4Hos st A9stn A ¥n
At B AP M AR o3 Faue} 43 Ea0E 3t JHVA] s D
< Ajgict,
E AR 2 S 23 e FEAEaTs AR tE SA7He] A58 a0
o} AHREY ARAYLS B A AtE YRS Meolmg FAE M5 F
AE AFE Yoz 3t doh. dE B0 od AMEFY BL(5F3] AFEAH) S84 7
fA] $1Fo] & AF)dE ‘FHHo] B AFL FAL Fo¥a AZEA EoH(3EF, 1993).
ol9} FAFEHAl oW M FE 2 Aoy AHE/ EAY NER A HIIE drh A& S “o}

n‘.



AZVE B4 g o §7 FEANS 2H BF A7 73

& TVE 34 TV 20 F3(3Hd) o] Fob, ‘op7biol M ve e AFL Fdo] Frzta 4
ZvalA ok, olei st Azbel o) 2RISR ABH Hrt oy A4 #FAE obdely
FAT 2& FEEP o2 A8t Hrieta, olr1Re] Hoy ARl $-4

g & Avlals opyholete HEE HRdte A ke TRl +54E WY, o2
o= American MotorsAte] g3} Ao Mx #as ol th( Aaker, 1991). A5 AF4

e 4EE 2ol 9%

o
o,
o
b

] z+e] & ¥ 7}2 (Reservation price)& $10,0000] o1t
Renault PremierglE #EE B9E 4%l $13,0002 F7HetAnh. ol AL d#o 23
Agshe Aolw FHo o3 SAHFFE] FE5AEEH

olgA A7} e FAol L vNE Al AR @ I A E Fad
¥ Aolth & AE/AE AHIL 2E €59 NS FARZ JEAN BY ohjeh, A

7b ©he 460 mAE GgE EgHook gtk ARV WE B AIFHRE viAle A=
= (ag D3 go] AN £ ik & ARE 2 AAE o] 40128 2nate] A
A AL ook =T AT vk} o] AFe] sHNE VFdte FoY e 9
S 3l HHARE B FFE vIAA Aok

B

HHP 2

TE » &R (A3 Fr&)
2R T
(A=)

<37 1) ARG OEE = AZEFRE 01X g

ety 4528 EI A BS MHARde o A E FEANE AnAEH AR
o} AEs} 08 £4700) FaEadst de A FR/HE o go] AddE

JEAA = AECHEAAEEAE) — EIAY $49 /M + JE} e 54
el Aaag H) &3 71
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ool els) & AFolNE JEAEEAE Telste A9 AEARY o) gebAd day
& B3 AT o JEARGS T8A 9 A9uTh o ADRolAn HH U

(M 2) 43RG neste 399 JEALE FEVEENS TR ¥
& A$uT 2 ol

E AFolA ALEE ASATIHE AZNE BEAubyolt} AZQAE BEMojgd ojn A=
/A8 271 223 Q= 440 (Attribute) dhahte] o] Rosts &8 (Utility) At
S8, 1 uMo] ojuf gt A FLZ HMAARE o =517] Y AHojrh(urz4E, 1994). 7oA

tio
-

ojx: of AFolE F M F2F SAHES /AT o, 7 £ O] 2 e £

AN
2
2
o
8
e
I
rﬂ
il
lo,
o
fol
i
N
e
504
;i
%
1
:
s
e
"
N
il
)
'
ot
rr
2
ac

FF(Level) S 7Hdo &wjzte]l M3Iwrt 2712 Bdets BAV|HoltHGreen &
Srinivasan, 1990).

HAZCE BEAMrEPL HE7X 54w (Part-worth Function Model), "8 23 (Vector
Model), o] 52 & (Ideal Point Model) E°] glon], BAxEE po= wHoax= 17
a3l e BRE SAAEE o83t 22U S THEoA SHASNA ¢HE xS e
Full Profile Analysis®} %hHeol F19] &Ad7HE o] 83l Trade-off Method7F SUth
(Green & Srinivasan 1978). o|g 4l ¥°J3 z&+& LINMAP, PREFMAP, MONANO-



ZAZJE A o] &3 4B AL FH #F A+ 75

VA, LOGIT, OLS 3HAEA 5& 0|43l FREIIAE Axtsty, FHE SHFFA49 Al
A7-8-8-2 Most Preferred Rule, Bradley-Terry-Luce(BTL), Logit® %% (Maddala,
1983) 9l o8 =3l %ol Al E# o] (Choice Simulation)dl o] &gt}
B ApoAE AEFFHL 98] ARAE BAM7HZF Full-profile Stimuli cardsg§ ©] &%
A2 ol g3tgth Y AsE FEFALEAE Yot 7] 915 SAS Windows 6.089]
°o]-§-3tth.

e

Fn
N
It

AL

n!lo

4.2. AT M

4.2.1. A+ AA
A E AZTAAAE dFez A7t AAEAY. fevete] WIS 1993
W 39 W ZE|(FA28) 9 2AF 690l HBE(FUEAY), HEHMIRAL 44 &
A A1, 199430 AR (FAF), 2UE(H3)59 FH7 F7HE A SEAIGA
M) zbe] ) 877} ThekslE o] el wel AERE V&S AFEES 2¥2FEY AR
& wWeE ez AT Aol dch. vt AFAAEL A A 199331 100
ol NAS AR L, 1994300 E HFo] 150% ol 2209949 Aldg 4T Ro] 9
FarH el F, 1994).

=9 AR HRAVE} HREIAE, REIAEE Y2E7} 247t 59%, 83%, 96%=
N =9tor} SLAFEL ABE ) 48%F M EUTDKE 1) FR). 4EHY $873¥
gol 71 =Y olfE 19UAE S dolMuA d2E Y 2oy F{Eo] U2 Bt
AR om (W 2E 49%, AEE) 52%), Faol o5 FAHego] JFF L2 BATh

AEANF 28 AW AFEFLL VI2E 44.8%, AEE 47.9%, REH 7.3%= 74
o] ok 92E(1994) 9] BEZAIRIE olatd Ln|AEe FuidiE 3 9(54%),
CVS(24%), AR71(10%), 71EH12%) 2 ettt £3 o] AF 9] F2 nA4F2 20-30H <]
CAAZR G- o A2 Yoz A AR 25 2 ATEFS YELE 1 ¢ 2T
2 3l UTH(E 2) F=3).

rle

OH‘
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(B 1) F2 4H2 X 47|F, HEXUXE, EX0IX| &, SEBLHUE

(23l : %)
+  w W~ g 4 & 9 4 = 8
4 z= A 7 59 25 2
H B X ¢ X 83 64 10
4 F A Z 9 88 42
s 8 A ¥ 1 8 4
ZAEd  28F(1994)
(E2) WEX MES IIUE
g = g 4 & ¥ 4 = 8
A T o 4} 20-39M & - o 20-3541 & - o 20-354) & - o
N Ao} AR . Apsh A2
gha, AEe A #e(a7)
oW # e e A o, e o
A% #aa9) A 1

ZEY - 2 F(1994)

22 F(1994) 9] £H1 7} & B|2E Gl oJ3hE AMAE L AFARRE 232, )
@ B2l o, Ao} 2ol 25, A U, Hold FTY, ARY R, L A5 A
sratgich.

o) Fagol e Rab} £ul ok H2E Aol o] B ATANE olHF 22

¢ 97 et 5oloz Uitk e 3A B, v, 191 FHFoE e

s

o, 2u7} ek Bl ¥9, FE sz Wtk B AFAY Fuh e
Zs 2k Weol As TeEol Ux, L8 4T 7o) dFNken st o)
olg4e] £Eoe Argsart,

AelA 2 vheh go] WEA FHE 19949 Bl Wl =¥, U2H, YEH, 2= 5 67F
Solm, 7tAe andanit 224 et 008004 600874 Therslath o Aol olate]
sh ol WS 400, 500, 60081 0] Al FEOZ FRATHCE 3) AF),



HER

VE 42 o] 83 FEATY A B3 A7 77

(H 3 VSR 54 3 SHFF

£ 4 4 = R o v oA Q)
& A1 Y] 2~
= 4 I = 400 g Az
a T 2 4 8 ¥
? Gee 500 @ o yede
; nee 600 a7 NN

= &

FE v e RS Ao F At B Ao FAE A AEFR] 2H 9 7)Fo
2 olgstath

Aot 22 47HA] HAAFES] 2HE B3 UE 5 UE AE FE 108(4X3%3%3) 71|
olth. o] 7 AP A YL Factorial Designelgt 3t=d] o] whge] ¢y dAd] nes
€ s 74 i) o] Fohgtel wel BEdE ojor & cello] 71 F43] Zrtsthe A
o|t}. Factorial Designg AH8-& 79 T2 9 S 108717} Hvl $gaE 108712l £
S dAsoF &tk a2y olAL HAHow A Brlssith AXRAE B ojA
Full-profile cards& ©|83ld $HA7} <A E Aste A &40) 77) ol Aol Ay =)
ol 77t BF 2070 o} dold & Bated W$ ojdoim g o2 dye neks F
= 7|9 o] Fractional Factorial Designo]t}, Fractional Factorial Design& ##tsjjo}st =
2Rl & FolHAM 2R E TAse R 48 Hagsted 240 Qlth. 2 A
Tl Al = Fractional Factorial Design "' % Asymmetrical Orthogonal Array& o) &3
c} o] g A dojA T2 Y 5L Asymmetrical Orthogonal Arraye] 2 @ =5 2 219] Pro-
portional Frequency ConditionS & A 7] =% & ¢o}x oo} 3t} Proportional Fre-
quency Condition2 M=® T2t o] £4E3te] FAAA} EA5HA] e AL o
Q1&t= Aol

¥ Aol A= SPSS Window 6.09] Orthoplang o] &3ta] % 108712 T2 9d% 16717}
AR AAE Z29dS 2% Proportional Frequency Conditiong HEA]7| 1 ok
(Appendix 2 &3x).
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4.2.2. 4847

B aroMe 16709 Z2ad g 72 $EAER B ¢HAEE #H8A0. =3
A5+ SAS Windows 6.089] 2| AEAS ol &3te] E43Ath. FF g ol &H=EE
o] &3 IAENE AP AMiFHER old A$ AFRJIE BEAHLS LINMAP,
MONANOVA, PREFMAP 5¢] H|=43 W& AMgsfof goh, 28y AlE# ol S o
4% d7dTd dad, AATHLE FAHE FE/XEo] HEFH hgos FHPE 22
LAEN Ao Y53 dZeEldAS 7R Y2o] B HTHGreen and Srinivasan, 1978).

423 A85+H

B Ao e AE A Fa 27Uake) 20~300 g4 2 3AYEQ WS 7ot
Stista e} I A & e] S Ao & 266704 A&7 -5 A

V. A3 24

2 AolN o] &H ABE BT 2667 Gon, SR FolM Yals 144, dR}E 1228
o}, o] Fo A WEAES 28317 WU SHAE 45l
5.1. 7} 12| HH

FR AT WEAAZ) e 4538 G4x A0=E 49 2o},

B A o] 28 47 2AE e REIAE WAE 2P 2o (1.047) MRS} 71wt

TH0.000). oleldt 4EEH] FEIRE 1994 2F A A& vl 23 84
7} e Aoz Bl & 1994 2ol vUlAH 9 AP fr&o] 48ERth w3t 1994
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(E 4 2 S[Y45F2 FEH|

4 & . % PR
s452 | 2R | $45E | 2R | $452 | 2R | $45E | 2R
2&3 e 400 4447 | A= | o6ser | A#HE | 1o0=
gg o 10-;13‘ 500 2.693" g | 273" | R=HE | 0453
e | oo 600 0.000 | TH/ | 0000 | ZFH= | 0.000
= :p<0.0l, *:p=<0.05 R? = 0.9910
Q o= AZE 7 UIAE BT Eol AAFHo g J2E7) 4.8% HEE7} 47.9%°] FHE

Btk 2 A7) Aol vz s AgE Y Aol AGH 4PN ATHACEE ©
Mg FE Qo ARAFEo] B HE $EN7L 2n) e JE FRAANRG
O HAE £ e AE HAZTh AL A FERE] B FEAFE 1 4 ¥
27437} 2 Roltbeke A7/ 13 BE Holth, WA Ale o2 ACA(Adapt-
ive Conjoint Analysis) & o] &3le] FEALE A AEF, o154(1993) 9 ATeIME
ARl B AR REIATL e HES REAARTG Erhe 230} Ao, 2
S o) Aol o] &8 WANAZE 47114 45712 ol7ke BAQ W, & A7
ZA4E AFANZE £UA7104 HA7Z dolrte AFTFEE gevhe Aold FAshe
Aoz wat faq AREY7] Bt 471NN AFRRET E 2RI ) SHde
A ¥ ojok & Aelct,

A& AAE d et whet o] Thde] k5% e MEE na 40090 71
o REIIAE BAOH(4.447), 600912] FEFR7E 7 2TH0.000). % &40 L]

W ood o

e dZbe] g ®3eni(0.680) ©ute] 7bg Rhth(-2.723). ol AL H2 17T thol
olEo] that BA Y Suirt AA FFE W Aoz Btk I AFARTEH o g
B E2YL el 7HE E3%4tH1.040).

52. 4o Ea/kx

AZAE BAA £ FA ZAEE 2 SHFF 2ol7} Aol A=|she
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HFo 2 AXETH(RE 5 FE).

(B 5) Zt &4 Z2x At

& A A X 7} 2z Ble o 9]
Fz9] ajo] 1.947 4.447 3.403 1.493
I, 1.947 /11.29 4,447 /11.29 3.403/11.29 1,493 /11.29
N =17.2% = 39.4% = 30.1% =13.2%

(2 2M RE vl o] £4Y TaEE 7HE $4(39.4%) & % £4(30.1%)°] %
F44(17.2%) 7 52054 (13.2%) 2tk Y H oz $8% oz AFHUL. H2pA BF
AAF 48 13T o 5 7HAE F 83 I & Aol

B

3

4 #(17.2%)

742 (39.4%)

5(30.1%)

#9J(13.2%)

TLE
| | 1 ] | | | |
1 I ¥ |

T i I T
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%
(O3 2) 42| 2%

5.3 HHHF S48

AuztEo] 7hd Azdte AEAESA ] G “d &t FH o] Zx¥ 400897

U SEAE"7 B ol d A E L A AE A 8.114(1.947+4.447+0.680+1.040) £}



AZUE $42 0§38 HEANS) 2o B A7 8

5.4. 7Hd 29| =

o AES b 2 A& BolE JERE) WAHA ko) (2Y A BE g}
2ol XS4 &ANolE F3 AN AU, FREAT RSN 45248

ANE D S 24 HAFEY FEANE E 6T 2ok
(E6) MES R S4e| 4BNE U
4 E 7} 4 S i Ghiaka
s | w2 T ler| Y| &y | T e
7 7] 745 7H 7

Y 2E x5 | 1.094
o] K] x Tt 1.53
AEE | 1175 ABE xHAEZR | 0.57

B2 0.595 | 400 | 3.94

k)
r
2
[an)
(o)
&
o
£33
i
3
[¥1]

) 500 | 231 | W | 3435 | REHE | 00| yooiam | L
HEH | 0820 _ QEEXHAEYL | 0.00
R? = 0.9985

(& 69 247+ EUZ 3 AEFNAEL AHAFZTL HE0 Aao] 229 4009
A2 v 2E 47 Aok o] AFL Au|aboll A 7.783(0.595+3.940+0.053+1.255+1.940)
o 28-S AFdrh ol A LA AFste 580 Ve 2D Sodx 45
2 ATE n A ARE A9 AYAEZ T 2}



82 BREBEMWER

A3ALENE DA 2 $49 FAEE (X DA ok FES RSN JEAEE
Bel FREE 15.7%2 AU oI5 FED) FAE 9.3%0) ws) 4G A%
Bl O M £MAEL AEA FEeh S5 Ro] oo oW JEE o MEsh woh

= AL 9ndle Ao g sfAEr)

ET) 43AFUE U8 S4Y Fe

& A 4 2 7y A4 o g 9 A Xk
9 Aol 1.175 3.940 3.488 2.005 1.97
=8 x 1.175/12.58 3.940/12.58 3.488 /12.58 2.005 /12.58 1.97/12.58
= 9.3% = 31.1% = 27.7% = 15.9% = 15.7%

5.4.2. AFE AL 3 71A] 5}

G 208 AFs7] 9alM 2 A e AAAFTZZoZ AAHAD “dE%n 39
gto] 7#z¥ 40094 Ul2E] FRE"9} LB RRALE Tt W AEAR ] AASA

TE



HERUE £24& o188 4

JEA] Ao 2

#e Ay

9 WAHREE dAos HEANS
S FEANH ojA) e

ol FPAHLE AvFtE R olF HFEY] A8l AFHRE T d e

(F 8, (& D& AZA
AZARE B3l dotkd HAAF

A g AR, T

FET M Yol A

Fol o] AFHR

A ) ojt,
(H 8) HHX|EXgH0| CHS AIBERE FHX|
oA s F
N |
4 = : 3
BTL Logit Most Preference T PRS-
Rule
4 £ E 32.8 35.2 32.1 42.7 4.8
A4 8 ¥ 53.2 35.8 34.1 39.4 47.9
4 E ¥ 7.2 17.8 15.1 18.3 7.3
2= 6.7 14.1 8.9 0 0
¥ 2F4ES BTL 280 o5 =49,
(E9) AHHHESHE0 ChE AIZHRE FHX
N e E
.. o A
CIEE:2 FohrE
BTL Logit Most Preference NAN S
Rule
4 2 ¥ 29.1 46.1 51.1 42.7 44.8
4 & H 28.2 38.3 38.0 39.4 47.9
4 E H 24.1 11.3 7.1 18.3 7.3
A E = 187 4.3 3.2 0 0
* 2532 BTL 280 98 =429,

A2k
F7HQ WiE ) = o9
FA4 skt
ZH 400958 YB39 &
FEHT KA A G ¥ Eote] Zxd 5008 R vl AFE
& FAAG AANGFHRE (19992 &




8 BERWR

A} Al AFEY 2GS ARt 3T AIFEFES MAFEANA 54 € Logit
%3 Most Preference Rule®} F@550l &9 Al FH o] M=
A&7 tha o] Hole R £ Ao A48 BEAEFY 4
oA 718 golzhes dAlo| g WS AR Belrt

A BERE ZYn P of" AR A9 AFEREOA FABEAFY AFERES At
© W ¢ & Utk

AFARFE 22U = FE A ARHFE - FABRAFY AEEFE

HAAEZFY A$-
23(23.2%)& e
Logit= 3 (41.8%), MP=x

).

A ZEFE v g BTLEH(25.1%), Logit® 8 (21.1%), MP
RS HAAEEMI FAHE 2E 49 BTLEH(10.4%),

3(47.9%) ¥t} BTLEEE AQslue e Aolth(KH 100 #

(E10) AEERE ZZ(0Y
A A F F -
4 B _ FReT
BTL Logit Most ireiference B NARGS
ule
HA 23 25.1 21.1 23.2 42.7 44.8
HA &2 10.4 41.8 47.9 42.7 44.8

A A A F

HHAF

16.069 € (2209 x 0.073) ]t}

FZ2EH A AES A
Ruledl 93] € A1 FHH&

2@ AAAESIF
NEo2 3 IR FHREE o 22099

F1 FARH AlF

49 BTLR ¥
g Zzjn|go] FFrE AAANZHEAE v g FAISIATh
o237 2o 1994

Hfe

FELY AR =
otk AA| Al

S Al Logit2 3, Most Preference

o lah 2t x|
Z o8 ) 2E] 7} 98.56(22099 Y % 0.448) ¢, AEE 7} 105.4(2209 x0.479) 9 ¢, HEH7}
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FEAEat 2HEHA e (FE L A& HAHAFZH] AFde FELL 8114
(1.947+4.447+0.680+1.040) o]tk o1Foll X UIZE]EEY FEo] AABhe HIFS 24%
(1.947 /8.114) 01 B2 U] ZE]dH o] 7FX] & 23.794(98.68%0.24) 2.8 A4tath.

A3 AEaHRE aeste AF AFAEZTo]l 2vjANA AFse FEES 7.7830Ith
((E 6)#F=x). o ZolM vl2eldE7re] F8(0.595)2 7.64%(0.595/7.783) & *HA)3hn,
g gyl o A8(1.940)2 24.91%(1.940 /7.783) & =HR| g} ol sl v 2E]4
X9 ARAEA = 32.0894(98.569 9 x0.3255) .2 AlMtETh olAL A3ALEAE
T EHA ¥E BET 8.3899U(35%) °] FAEAFKE 1) F=).

AAANESAAT FAR $AFEL A ST g 2ote] Z2E 500858 vl el g e of
3ted 23 g FEALE o7 goh 9A FEALaHt asEA gkE AR H F
z)d) o]8)& AMExF 0| Al Fee A& 6.36(1.947+2.693+0.680+1.040) o]t} ©]Foll A
AE &G0l AR e HIFL 30.61%(1.947 /6.36) 0122, AEALAANE nHIA FUE
724$o] AFANE 30.1799(98.5621 ¢ x0.3061) o]tk FEZALENE nH BF(E 6
#Az) A FAF A Fo] Al FEe ERE 6.153(0.595+0.053+1.255+2.31+1.94) o]t}
o] 2ol AE7} AA e HFL 41.2% (2.535/6.153) 0122, 33 AL a7 aHE B¢
o] AEAAHE 40.612191(98.56%0.412) 2.2 ZH AL o3& F3 AL EAANE 1A ¥
74$-Ht} 10,4499 0] 5718 FolG (KR 11) F=).

(B ) MBI £3En

AsAEane A3 AL ENE 2 o
2HEA FUE B 23 B
HHANEFZT 23.794 32.08999 8.38219(35%)
AAAEE S 3017919 40,6199 10.44°1 9 (34.6%)
oAb 29

oleld At “AEAAA Y FEAE A Y& A FEREAW} Qe A9uct 4
TEARE Z Foti ek (PHH 29 2 AR JEAEAAE TelsA P HH e
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ojatel A FEAAE BAAEATE A L 5 Aok

VI. 8¢k gl EE

6.1. A7 Ee| R

B AP e BEAE v 2HAEE tEo] 222X AR dEe oS FES
i, AR Ak AE-S dol Btth B3] AR 2SS B A kA Byl wet 4R =4t
o] Mz the 9ujE AABATE 3 AR A SHste JIHES LEL £40] )
w3 golsta S&HAT W& FHo] e HRRIE BAYS o] &3 S’ £4 4
apet A A PHE Gol BUTh

E AFAMe B3] AH, 714, 9, 69&402 #4444 Full-profile stimuli cards&
ol g3t AAAIY Fe FoAdA utgshs APAAAL olFoHh Ao A AEALY
ABEL 5% (B3 AEE 18R ¥ B 17.2%)9 FAEE 2= Aoz veyth
B Ao (A7 D “AFERE0] & JRY FEAXIF ARG E A& B2 FHe F
1A 2o 28 Aot eghe 7Hd 9 HFA doAe HEE, ol54(1993) o AT et
£ 2y AFEAEe] & AR REJAIL W2 AR RE/ETG A FAHHA F%
o ol AEFE, o]54(1993) 9] ATolM ALgS AATA G B A7 AT NFA
Ao AMFFEF7I7E 2V Eo2 AzE

“Eoh hE £47 A3 AEANT EAste A9 AMARD g

S8R DAY, & A7) A o] FTAEEAE LT PRI E S
wdojAe] FEA LT Atke A RAFYT ol d ATAE JEANE Yol
slo] AE kel ZPAM olie} HEs} THE £4719] BB A ATE nestelol Yoke AL
BolFE ot ¥ 4 Utk



AZQIE $HL o g3 HEALY 2 BE A7 &7

B AT ME BT e S4B
st AFSYD 4B AL EIN} EAete

on foi
o
ox
5
2L
[
rfo
_E
B>
o,
h
B
30
rir
X
e
to
e

N
2
oy
o
(o]
U
k3
23]
N
E
©
l
o
>
v
ffu
2
o
b
ox
¥
o
i
=
X,
o
(i
),
'S
©
o
fo
N
oo
%“l

dgoss £47 BARL Hotatel AES
slojob & Aol #F A AL ABY & AU

6.2. 72| ORAIE AIARY

2 AFdM 4€ & e " AARS s 2ok A, (B D, (B 6)F && £4
o] REJIAE o] &3t AL AES FAH FH S et £ o, AAF AP
Lol £ Utk (E HE o83t 1EE 5 Holr] A3 7HFHA BAAF A, B, Ot

Qotm st 7 FHFAIEL] B8R (F 12)9% Zth oA A FEI FAste ARAA
e BAIES Aaxrt 7MY S Aolth v A AFol ATt 7HAHEAH] wan,
ANEEAE ZASA FHE Holx JUthe AL & & UL otk ol @ B¢ AFE
AZTAMY AL 7HA S REe i S AMEtd J3Eg Y F e Aolnh. B A=
JE BMZS Esid AFANEZTS & F son, AXRAFZT] A A EAEA
gethd S sAle JAAFREOR FHE AAES ENT F AE Holth

4, AZJQE EAS ol g8t FArte) £ WSS B A0l $3Ate AFl

o]

(B 12> JHMES] ol

7HIAE £ 4 <+ < zZt A F 584
A yl 2, 5009, #@&8, 25 1.947+-2.693+0.680+0=5.320
B AEH, 400€, T, FAF 1,798+4.447+1.040=7.285

C HEE, 4009, F34%, F=8F 0.813+4.447+0+(-0.453) =4.807




HAlE FBARE A58 5 Aok (R 129 7PHAF T S AES Bty sk o
d BAAE A7t 7HHE 500014 400902 W3 e sHAASE ARk s AE AV}
AFshe A8 7.0747F @ Aolrt. =3 FAAF C7t FHF £4& dE Lo v
O b AlF Co 282 548771 € Aotk o|A2 APAF CRT AYAF A7l ¢
AHARYL AFol @t A2 AAshe ZoH, fEAF Be AAF Mol SA4-EY
Fde AdstA nyaof dvte AL ofr .

AR, 2 Aol A Yehd uie} o] &n|RE e el jAdA o FiEs do] FastA dF
< tAE AE & 7 ARG Y FE e O SYAE 2y =g 7 e 553 &
A& zte Aot webd F FYEE FRolv A e BH-AE FE3te 7G5S/ Aol
drh & 7oA ASHE Hiel 2o] e I AAR FaT AYHE 28 ¥ op, AF

TR 3l g8 SANE dFE v AgEFEA Y X E Zede Aot &
HIZFE S AR E ol 83t AlFY FH& 7He37IE st AR 12 A FAHEE Bol7|=

gt

E

UlA, GBS 7R 2 Jehlie AL Shol Al Aot i e vlufol glojA st
o (P& AFE + UL Aotk

6.3. & ol EHE I AFTEH L] M2t

A, 2 d7oA AHEE A Fol £uAd SEAGS R sttt mebA gt A
EZ(: 2N FRAF)AE o2 Aoyt a2 Hgdon ] oldn 53 4EY
AEAEEHE e AFTE HEst] A7TE FAGT JAAHALE, o194,
1993).

EA, 714 29} st AAHYD A7rE B Holnt, ‘THHe] FA 9 A7 @A Fe
ML AR FA3 Aoy SN B A7 IFHAAJL A EE, 1993: A&
Z, 9t 29, 1995), ‘“gEst FA FAY g AFE ol FHEA ZHrH

AR, £ A7e BF HAREFS YY) o3 SEA7F A=A b 2 A7 4
g AA Al Mk NPoz A + gk o, ARAbE 45 o) #ede



AZQE $AL o] §8 FEALLS ZHo] B A7 &9

g grstdoted 8 A7 9oE g+ ok

A, AZAE BN Agste Zrade & SHA5Y Frt 2wz} e 2ol ut
ZAsich, 28 2 A7 A= Full Profile Stimuli CardsE o] 83024 Zasgle] &
7F Al &= Aok

oA, M 28 AEEH] 8 o183 HAAERTH L8 REALE T AAAES
ARG 2FE 2T AHT AAAFZ A= Aol g 5 Ak wEkA B Qe S
AR AAGEAIT XA &g 4 Atk 2R B A7 EXo] ERYHE A4
B 2A4387] A% o] ot I AR AV Ye AF FEANSH E S Ho|1
Z} e Ao FQEHo]7] wiolth, mebA uiAE A A7} o) why & o] &3t FEA
e 23staAt she B A AAAFZTS H 3] Asliaiof g}

&
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A Conjoint Measurement of Brand Equity with Interaction Effect

Yong-June Kim* - Yoo-Sik Park**

ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is twofold : First, this study tries to express brand
equity in terms of monetary value. Secondly, it is to show the monetary value of
brand equity to differ when considering interaction effects among brand name and
other product attributes.

A conjoint measurement of brand equity is developed in Korea can-tea market
which is composed of Nestea, Ceylon Tea, Lipton Tea and Sunmond Iced Tea.

Four product attributes such as brand name, price, taste, product benefit are
reported as choice factors from the secondary data. 4(brand name) x 3(price) X 3
(taste) x 3(benefit) fractional factorial design is set up originally. Through the
asymmetrical orthogonal array, the final 16 profiles are used for full-profile stimulus
cards method. 266 wuniversity students, which is major target customers are
participated in conjoint experimentation.

The importance rates of each attributes is 17.2% of brand name, 39.4% of price,
30.1% of taste and 13.2% of benefit. Given the market sale figure of 1994, the monet-
ary value of each brand is calculated. For example, Nestea, top brand of the market,
has the brand equity of 3.02 billion won at the year of 1994. The interaction effect be-
tween brand equity and taste is detected. Comparing the brand equity without inter-
action effect to that with interaction effect, we find that the monetary value of brand

equity of Nestea is de-valuated as much as 1.04 hillion won(34.6% devaluated).

*  Sung Kyun Kwan University.
** Dongwoo College.



